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another related entity, we have ^adrisyadi sambandhy an-
tara\ A 'samarthya sambandha' which, does not involve
any 'sambandhantara (another relationship), has the pro-
perty of 'smarakatva (being remembered). Does it mean
that elsewhere too the same thing holds good ? Or since
elsewhere the 'samarthya' involves the relationships like
similarity, do we try to establish' sadrisyapekshatva' ? Or
do we say that since there is no original relationship, there
is only the 'anutpatti' (non-emerance) of 'buddhi' ? The
first two alternatives are at first rejected.

Similarity and other relationships do not have the po-
wer to give rise to memory (and thus make us apprehend
the meaning of the word). That the 'samarthya sambandha9
can make us apprehend the meaning of the word, is not
opposed to its nature. This cannot be rejected. That the
original relationships like similarity etc., have the property
of 'smarakatva' can be proved by agreement and difference.
We cannot speak of ^amarthya rupatva" with reference to
these. And this makes the first alternative untenable.

Regarding the second alternative we say : The original
relationships like snnilarity etc., can give the awareness of
^rthantara' (another meaning) because of ^samarthya sam-
bandha' since there is no 'buddhisamarthyaeakshanantara\
"Buddhi Samarthya Lakshana' means that which can give
the awareness of "arthantaratvam', asamkirnatvam\ 'sabda
samarthyena sahaanavasthitatvam, (another meaning, non-
confusion, non-co-existence because of the power of the
word).

Even though this memory is of a different object when
we have the relationship like similarity, yet in the present